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Alabama 1% 5% ‐6% ‐52% ‐50% ‐71%
Alaska 45% 80% 53% ‐87% ‐78% 14%
Arizona ‐12% ‐22% ‐12% ‐94% ‐73% ‐79%
Arkansas 3% 0% ‐9% 7% ‐47% 21%
Californ ia ‐9% ‐9% ‐1% ‐80% ‐83% ‐23%
Colorado 11% 8% 9% ‐61% ‐55% 27%
Connecticut ‐2% 6% ‐14% ‐61% ‐85% ‐33%
Delaware 42% 4% ‐1% ‐16% ‐20% 4%
District of Columbia (DC) ‐5% ‐6% 11% 265% ‐23% ‐34%
Florida 1% ‐4% ‐6% ‐79% ‐74% ‐55%
Georgia ‐23% ‐20% ‐28% ‐85% ‐72% ‐53%
Hawaii ‐10% 9% 3% ‐61% ‐74% ‐53%
Idaho ‐6% 36% 14% ‐94% ‐85% ‐67%
Illinois ‐15% ‐18% ‐6% ‐16% 21% ‐26%
Indiana 12% 16% 23% ‐52% ‐66% 3%
Iowa ‐13% ‐8% ‐23% ‐62% ‐46% 115%
Kansas ‐15% ‐21% ‐28% ‐40% ‐58% ‐36%
Kentucky ‐10% ‐3% ‐3% ‐73% ‐74% 2%
Louisiana 23% 8% 3% ‐39% ‐26% ‐16%
Maine ‐3% ‐5% 3% ‐42% ‐24% 92%
Maryland missing missing missing ‐22% ‐38% ‐21%
Massachusetts 10% 12% 11% ‐62% ‐23% 103%
Michigan missing missing missing ‐51% 6% 132%
Minnesota 1% ‐6% ‐18% ‐34% ‐78% ‐42%
Mississippi 24% 8% 12% ‐41% ‐53% ‐13%
Missouri ‐23% ‐25% ‐21% ‐49% ‐54% ‐74%
Montana ‐22% 4% ‐16% ‐87% ‐91% ‐64%
Nebraska 32% ‐4% 11% ‐47% ‐69% 22%
Nevada ‐21% ‐12% ‐13% ‐70% ‐69% ‐60%
New Hampshire 6% ‐10% 35% ‐73% ‐46% 112%
New Jersey 17% ‐10% 36% ‐52% ‐76% ‐31%
New Mexico ‐6% 0% ‐6% ‐74% ‐57% 1%
New York 3% ‐3% 1% ‐61% ‐59% 108%
North Carolina 0% ‐10% ‐6% 0% 41% ‐44%
North Dakota 2% 8% ‐2% ‐46% ‐82% ‐21%
Ohio ‐3% 17% ‐15% ‐43% ‐21% ‐41%
Oklahoma ‐15% ‐15% ‐16% ‐44% ‐43% 61%
Oregon ‐3% 3% ‐7% ‐69% ‐62% 11%
Pennsylvania 0% ‐11% 24% ‐41% ‐64% ‐29%
Rhode Island ‐25% ‐13% ‐19% ‐73% ‐81% 3%
South Carolina ‐6% 5% ‐5% ‐68% 54% 18%
South Dakota 28% ‐17% ‐8% ‐86% ‐73% ‐30%
Tennessee ‐9% ‐49% ‐29% 7% ‐16% 5%
Texas ‐5% ‐4% 0% ‐54% ‐45% 26%
Utah ‐10% ‐15% ‐9% ‐31% ‐45% ‐2%
Vermont ‐21% ‐22% ‐13% ‐55% ‐18% ‐87%
Virginia 2% ‐1% ‐11% ‐65% ‐62% ‐67%
Washington 22% 10% ‐8% ‐83% ‐78% ‐78%
West Virginia 1% ‐20% ‐13% ‐55% ‐22% 13%
Wisconsin ‐18% 4% 2% ‐77% ‐80% ‐56%


























































Alab ama 23 20 ‐13%
Alaska 4 2 ‐50%
Ariz ona 28 11 ‐61%
Arkansas 20 21 5%
Califo rn ia 184 185 1%
Co lo rado 28 32 14%
Connecticut 4 6 50%
Delaware 0 2
Distric t o f Co lumbia (DC ) 2 8 300%
Flo rid a 153 185 21%
Georgia 61 68 11%
Hawaii 4 2 ‐50%
Idaho 1 2 100%
Illinois 73 69 ‐5%
Indiana 53 34 ‐36%
Iowa 5 11 120%
Kansas 10 10 0%
Kentucky 41 22 ‐46%
Louisiana 27 30 11%
Maine 1 4 300%
Maryland missing missin g
Massachusetts 16 missin g
Michigan missing 59
Minneso ta 17 16 ‐6%
Mississippi 19 17 ‐11%
Missou ri 49 42 ‐14%
Montana 1 1 0%
Nebraska 16 17 6%
Nevada 21 17 ‐19%
New  Hampshire 5 0 ‐100%
New  Jersey 33 29 ‐12%
New  Mexico 7 19 171%
New  York 96 107 11%
North Carolina missing missin g
North Dakota 1 3 200%
Oh io 90 74 ‐18%
Oklahoma 30 31 3%
Oregon 12 14 17%
Penn sylvania 47 45 ‐4%
Rhode Island 0 0
South Carolina 19 21 11%
South Dako ta 8 2 ‐75%
Tennes see 44 55 25%
Texas 228 223 ‐2%
Utah 11 15 36%
Vermont 3 1 ‐67%
Virginia 31 37 19%
Washin gton 27 23 ‐15%
West Virginia 12 5 ‐58%
Wisconsin 22 30 36%
Wyom ing 2 1 ‐50%
Total 1589 1628 2%
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abuse (Jones, Finkelhor & Halter, 2006). One possibility is that 
neglect has not declined because it has not been the subject 
of the same level of policy attention and public awareness as 
sexual and physical abuse. Another possibility is that increased 
education and recent state and professional initiatives about 
neglect, including the identification of new forms of neglect 
like drug affected newborns, has masked a decline in other 
conventional types of neglect.  
It is unfortunate that information about the trends in child 
maltreatment are not better publicized and more widely 
known.  The long‐term decline in sexual and physical abuse 
may have important implications for public policy. These 
trends deserve more discussion, analysis and research.  Addi‐
tional information about trends in child abuse and neglect is 
available at: 
 
 http://www.unh.edu/ccrc/Trends/index.html 
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